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Art Unit: 2173 



DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 8-9, 12, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Martin (USP 6438746). 

Regarding claim 8, Martin teaches method comprising a first text preceded by a 
commends designator (part 1000b in Fig. 9) and succeeded by link word (col 10, lines 
9-16) that is adapted by modification by an on-screen pointer (col 5, lines 51-60) and a 
second text displayed on a display device for presenting a data set that changes 
dependent on modification to the link word by modification of the data set (Fig. 9). 

Regarding claim 9, Martin teaches that the link word and the data set reside 
within a single window for display upon the display device (Fig. 9). 

Regarding claim 12, Martin teaches the data set is linked to an applications 
program to form computer executable code (col 5, lines 11-15). 

Regarding claim 14, Martin teaches that the data set comprises several grouping 
of fields that define timing signals (1010b and 1 01 2b). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 10-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Martin and Shulman et al ("Shulman", USP 6026233). 

Regarding claims 10-11, Martin does not teach that the link word and the data 
set reside in two separate windows concurrently displayed on the display device. 
However, such feature is known in the art as taught by Shulman. Shulman teaches a 
method for presenting and selecting options to modify a programming language 
statement. Shulman discloses displaying concurrently two windows on the display 
device (Fig. 4). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teaching of Martin and Shulman before him at the time the invention was made, to 
modify the program generating system taught by Martin to include the concurrently 
display two windows taught by Shulman with the motivation being to enable the system 
to efficiently present the computer program. 

5. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Martin 
and Propster et al ("Propster", USP 4541048). 

Regarding claim 13, Martin does not teach the defining an electrical waveform 
and setting waveform descriptor commands of a programmable interface circuit. 
However, such feature is known in the art as taught by Propster. Propster teaches a 
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modular programmable signal processor which comprises the defining an electrical 
waveform and setting waveform descriptor commands of a programmable interface 
circuit (Fig. 10; col 2, lines 35-37). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art, having the teaching of Martin and Propster before him at the time the invention 
was made, to modify the program generating system taught by Martin to include the 
waveform taught by Propster with the motivation being to enable the system to 
efficiently indicate the memory access and data of the system. 

6. Claims 1-4 and 15-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Martin (USP 6438746) and Chaudhry et al ("Chaudhry", USP 6721944). 

Regarding claim 1 , Martin teaches a method for generating computer executable 
code, comprising creating a data set (1000b) and inserting the data set into an 
applications program to form the computer executable code (col 2, lines 14-24; col 12, 
lines 57-60). Martin differs from the claim in that Martin does not teach the data set is 
created by modifying a comments portion of a program by activating a user-selectable 
link embedded within the comments portion. However, such feature is known in the art 
as taught by Chaudhry. Chaudhry teaches a computer system that allows a 
programmer to examine source code that is to be compiled into executable code for a 
head thread that executes program instructions (col 2, lines 22-26). Chaudhry further 
teaches that the system allows programmer to select, modify, and insert hint (comment) 
into the source code that causes the compiler to generate executable code (col 2, lines 
31-45; col 2, lines 55-59). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, 
having the teaching of Martin and Chaudhry before him at the time the invention was 
made, to modify the system taught by Martin to include modifying and inserting 
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comment portions taught by Chaudhry with the motivation being to enable the system to 
generate code from the comment portions when necessary. 

Regarding claims 2 and 19, Martin teaches the displaying a link within a line of 
text preceded by a comments designator (symbol 7/" in Fig. 9; col 7, lines 34-39). 

Regarding claims 3 and 18, Martin teaches the displaying a window containing 
the comments portion and the data set (part 1000b in Fig. 9). 

Regarding claim 4, Martin teaches an on-screen pointer and a pointer device (col 
4, lines 39-49). 

Regarding claim 17, Martin teaches the data set is linked to an applications 
program to form computer executable code (col 5, lines 11-15). 

Regarding claim 15, Martin teaches a compiler 316 for generating a data set 
containing one field of bits (col 10, lines 9-16) and hardware for generating 
programmable signals (col 3, lines 24-36). Martin differs from the claim in that Martin 
does not teach the data set is created by modifying a comments portion of a program by 
activating a user-selectable link embedded within the comments portion. However, such 
feature is known in the art as taught by Chaudhry. Chaudhry teaches a computer 
system that allows a programmer to examine source code that is to be compiled into 
executable code for a head thread that executes program instructions (col 2, lines 22- 
26). Chaudhry further teaches that the system allows programmer to select, modify, and 
insert hint (comment) into the source code that causes the compiler to generate 
executable code (col 2, lines 31-45; col 2, lines 55-59). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teaching of Martin and Chaudhry before him at 
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the time the invention was made, to modify the system taught by Martin to include 
modifying and inserting comment portions taught by Chaudhry with the motivation being 
to enable the system to generate code from the comment portions when necessary. 

Regarding claim 16, Martin teaches that the link is accessible by a user via a 
graphical user interface (col 5, lines 51-60). 

Regarding claim 20, Martin teaches that the comments designator notes the 
corresponding line of text as non-executable words separate and distinct from lines of 
program commands (col 7, lines 34-39). 

7. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Martin, 
Chaudhry, and Shulman et al ("Shulman", USP 6026233). 

Regarding claim 5, Martin does not teach the use of pull-down menu in computer 
programming. However, such feature is known in the art as taught by Shulman. 
Shulman teaches a method for presenting and selecting options to modify a 
programming language statement. Shulman discloses the generating an assisting 
window that contains program related information for use by a programmer (Fig. 5-6, col 
4, lines 20-24). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teaching of Martin and Shulman before him at the time the invention was made, to 
modify the program generating system taught by Martin to include the pull-down 
assisting menu window taught by Shulman with the motivation being to enable the 
system to efficiently assist a computer programmer during the writing, evaluation, and 
maintenance of a computer program. 

8. Claims 6-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Martin, Chaudhry, and Propster et al ("Propster", USP 4541048). 
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Regarding claims 6-7, Martin does not teach the defining an electrical waveform 
and setting waveform descriptor commands of a programmable interface circuit. 
However, such feature is known in the art as taught by Propster. Propster teaches a 
modular programmable signal processor which comprises the defining an electrical 
waveform and setting waveform descriptor commands of a programmable interface 
circuit (Fig. 10; col 2, lines 35-37). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art, having the teaching of Martin and Propster before him at the time the invention 
was made, to modify the program generating system taught by Martin to include the 
waveform taught by Propster with the motivation being to enable the system to 
efficiently indicate the memory access and data of the system. 
9. Response to Applicant's arguments filed 07/13/04. 

Applicant's arguments regarding claims 1 and 15 are moot under new ground of 
rejection. 

In response to Applicant's argument regarding claim 8, it is noted that such is not 
quite the case. 

In response to Applicant's argument that "Martin fails to disclose a computer 
program including text, which is preceded by a comments designator and succeeded by 
at least one link word that is adapted for modification by an on-screen pointer", it is 
noted that part 1000b shows lines of text, each line is preceded by a comment 
designator //, text of each line is succeeded by one link word = that is adapted for 
modification by an on-screen pointer. Since the "link word" in the claim is a broad term, 
it can be reasonably interpreted as = symbol which links two parts of a comment (for 
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example see 1002b). Since the comment is text entered by a user, each word of the 
comment (including = ) can be modified by an on-screen pointer. 
1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kieu D. Vu. 

The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Thu from 7:00AM to 3:00PM at 
571-272-4057. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cabeca, can be reached at 571-272-4048. 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned are as follows: 

703-872-9306 



571-273-4057 (use this FAX #, only after approval by Examiner, for "INFORMAL" 
or "DRAFT" communication. Examiners may request that a formal paper / amendment 
be faxed directly to them on occasions). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703-305- 
3900). 
Kieu D. Vu 

Patent Examiner. _ 



and / or: 




